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PROJECT INFORMATION

This document is the Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration for the potential
environmental effects of the City of Huronz U w goie® WateX Well Project (Project). The City of
Huron will act asthe Lead Agency for this Project pursuant to the California Environme ntal
Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines. Copiesof all materials referencedin this report are
available for review in the Project file during regular business hours at 36311 S. Lassen Avenue,
Huron, CA 93234

Project Title
City of Huron Water Wel | Project

Lead agency name and address
City of Huron

36311 S. Lassen Avenue

Huron, CA 93234

Contact person and phone number
Jack Castro, City Manager: 559.945.2241
Alfonso Manrique, PE: 559.473.1371

Project location
The City of Huron lies in the San JoE @ U B O w5 E O-8lde aegidh pirbthe Sdlithwest portion of

Fresno County. The City is nine miles east of Interstate 5 (}5) and three miles south of State Route
198 (SR 198)The proposed well site will be located PPUT DPOwUT I w" PUazUwl BDPUUD
treatment plant. The site is immediately P1T U0 wOi wUOT | w" PUazUwl RDUUDPOT whEL
(WWTP), which runs along the north side of Palmer Avenue, east of Siskiyou Avenue. The
proposed new well will be located within an existing fenced area on a portion of a lot assigned

UUI UUOUz Uw/ &7D0oB22081-REfE o IFigures 1t 3 for Project location.
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Figure 1 ¢ Regional Location Map

A\ ! |

‘Helm

-

<+Huron

A
N
| omi

CITY OF HURON| Crawford & Bowen Planning, Inc.




Figure 2 ¢ Project Vicinity
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Figure 3¢ Project Site Map
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Project sponaidress name/
City of Huron

36311 S. Lassen Avenue

Huron, CA 93234

General plan designation
Public Facilities

Zoning
PF Public Facilities

Project Description
The Project consists ofinstalling a water well and running a series of samples for analysis of

"UUOO7zUwbEUTI UwUU x x
Project Operations

A proposed test water well would be utilized for the analysis of ground water within the City of
Huron . The assigned contractor would drill a hole from the ground surface down to 50 feet. A
22-inch inside diameter conductor casing will be installed and sealed with pressure grouting. A
second hole, 18inches in diameter, will be drilled below the bottom of the conductor casing down
to 1,500feet. Samples will be collected at various depthsand the results will be used to design the
full production well . All work associated with the test well will be in adherence to specific
guidelines described in the Technical Specifications report performed by AM Consulting
Engineers in October of 2019. See AppendixA, Technical Specifications for @siruction of Test Well
After the test well ha s been proven feasible, it would be converted to a full production well with
a desired yield of 1,500 gpm. The test well would be reamed to a 28-inch diameter borehole from
50 feet to 1310 feet below ground suface (bgs) and a 32inch conductor casing would replace the
initial conductor casing. The full production well would utilize  multiple 16-inch diameter casings
from the surface to a depth of 1280 feet lys. Supplemental apparatus such as piping, electrical
equipment and pump controls will be installed upon completion of the full production well. A
monitoring well will be constructed nearby to monitor groundwater levels.  Once constructed, the
Project will prov ide supplemental water to the City to meet shortfaO O U wi UOOwUT | w" pUaz U
allocation of surface water provided by the Westlands Water District . The water will be treated
in compliance with the California State Regional Water Quality Control Board st andards for the
"pUazUwEUBROODOT whbEUI U

CITY OF HURON| Crawford & Bowen Planning, Inc. 8
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Project @mponents

1

Drilling, geophysical logging, depth zone specific water sampling, destruction of pilot

holes, conversion of test well to full production well , installation of supplemental
apparatus, construction of monitoring well and final clean-up of the test well/full
production well . All work associated with the test well /full production well will be in
compliance with the Water Well Standards, as outlined by the State of California and

Fresno County.

Drilling fluids, cuttings and other excess materials, in cluding water, produced by the test
well drilling shall be maintained on site until they can be properly disposed of at the
WWTP upon Project completion. Any disturbed areas shall be restored to their original
condition to the satisfaction of the City of H uron.

Surrounding Land Uses/Existing Conditions
The proposed Project site is currently vacant but is within the existing fenced surface water

treatment plant OWEENEET OOwUOOwUT T w" PUazUw66 3/

Lands surrounding the proposed Project are described as follows:

= =4 =4 =

North: Railroad tracks and effluent reclamation area for the WWTP.
South: Agricultural.

East: City of Huron WWTP.

West: Railroad tracks and rural residences.

Other Public Agencies Involved

T

= =4 =4 =

State of California Nati ve American Heritage Commission
San Joaqin Valley Air Pollution Control District

Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board

U.S. Department of Transportation

Occupation Safety & Health Administration

Tribal Consultation
See Section XVIlI¢ Tribal Cultural Resources.

CITY OF HURON| Crawford & Bowen Planning, Inc.
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ENVIRONMENTAL FAQORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this Project, involving at least
OO0l wbOXxEEUWUl E0wPUWEwW?/ OUI OUPEOOGaw2bl OPi PEEOUwW( OxEE

[ ] Aesthetics [ ] Agriculture Resources [ ] Air Quality
and Forest Resources

[ ] Biological Resources [ ] cultural Resources [ ] Energy
[ ] Geology / Soils [ ] Greenhouse Gas [ ] Hazards &
Emissions Hazardou s
Materials
D Hydrology / Water D Land Use / Planning D Mineral Resources
Quality
D Noise D Population / Housing D Public Services
[ ] Recreation [ ] Transportation [ ] Tribal Cultural
Resources
[ ] utilities / Service [ ] wildfire [ ] Mandatory Findings
Systems of Significance
DETERMINATION
On the basis of this initial evaluation:
D | find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment,

and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

& | find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,

CITY OF HURON| Crawford & Bowen Planning, Inc. 10
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there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been
made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
will be prepared.

D | find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

[] | find that the proposed project , 8wl EYIl wEw? xOUI OUPEOOa wUDI
UDbT OPi PEEOUwWUOOI U U w eaviobrhektblt Btdeasbdde éffdetl )haLbesd
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2)
has been addressed by mitigation measures based on theearlier analysis as described on
attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze
only the effects that remain to be addressed.

[] | find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR
or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been
avoided or mitigated pur suant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARAT ION, including
revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing
further is required.

f g

Travis Crawford (Environmental Consultant, on behalf 6/30/20
of the City of Huron)

CITY OF HURON| Crawford & Bowen Planning, Inc. 11
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Less than
Significant
Potentially With Less than
|. AESTHETICS Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporation Impact  Impact
a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic 0 0 4 0
vista?
b. Substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock 0 0 = 0

outcroppings, and historic buildings within
a state scenic highway?

c. In non-urbanized areas, substantially
degrade the existing visual character or
quality of public views of the site and its
surroundings? (Public views are those that
are experienced from publicly accessible L] L] X []
vantage point). If the project is in an
urbanized area, would the project conflict
with applicable zoning and regulations
governing scenic quality?

d. Create a new source of substanial light or
glare which would adversely affect day or ] [] X []
nighttime views in the area?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The proposed Project site is located on the San Joaquin Valley floor inthe eastern portion of the City of
Huron, California . Thesiteresidesin an areaprimarily comprised of public facilities and agricultural land
uses with fields (including the WWTP Q effluent reclamation area) dominating the visual landscape. The
Projec site is generally flat and bounded to the north and diagonally to the west by railroad tracks.
Effluent reclamation areas associated with the WWTP lie beyond the railroad tracks to the north.
Agricultural land uses lie to the south. Immediately eastof the Project siteis the City@ WWTP. Rural
residenceslies to the west. There are no adopted scenic resources or scenic vistas in the are&tate Routes
(SR) in the proposed Project vicinity include Interstate 5 (1-5).

CITY OF HURON| Crawford & Bowen Planning, Inc. 12
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The existing visual character of the site consists of vacant land with minimal vegetation. Views of the
proposed Project site areaare possible from Palmer Avenue.

RESPONSES

a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

b. Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and

historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

Less Than Significant Impact. A scenic vista is defined as a viewpoint that provides expansive views of
highly valued landscape for the benefit of the general publ ic. Views of foothills to the west are the only
potential natural and visual resource in the Project area. The City of Huron and Fresno County General
Plans do not identify any scenic vistas within the Project area

The Project site is within an area largely comprised of public facilities and agricultural uses . There are no
scenic vistas or other protected scenic resources on or near the site. Visual character of the site is
addressed further in Response C. below.

There are no state designated scenic highvays within the immediate proximity to the Project site.

California Department of Transportation Scenic Highway Mapping System identifies SR 198 east of
Interstate 5 as an Eligible State Scenic Highway. This is theclosest highway, located approximately ten

miles northwest of the Project site; however, the Project site is both physically and visually separated

from SR 198 by intervening land uses. In addition, no scenic highways or roadways are listed within the

Projfl EUWEUT EwPOwUT T w" PEDwOUwOU O0HWLOLUOUEE Owed 61 UEOw/
would not damage any trees, rock outcroppings or historic buildings within a State scenic highway

corridor.

Construction activities associated with the wel | will be visible from adjacent roadsides; however, the
construction will be temporary in nature and will not affect a scenic vista. Therefore, the Project has less
than significant impact on scenic vistas or designated scenic resources or highways.

Mitiga tion Measures: None are required.

c. In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of public views

of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are experienced from publicly accessible

vantage point). If the project is in an urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable zoning

and requlations governing scenic quality ?

CITY OF HURON| Crawford & Bowen Planning, Inc. 13
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Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed Project would result in minor alteration of the existing
visual character of public views of the site from vacant lan d. However, the due to nature of the Project,
most of components are located underground. Above-ground structures will consist of the wellhead,
pump, and related appurtenances. The well will be located adjacent to similar public facility structures,
such as those associated with the adjacent WWTP. The Project will not result in a structure that is
dissimilar to other public facility structures in the area, nor will it be inconsistent  with the existing visual
setting of the area.

The improvements such as thase proposed by the Project are typical of City public facility areas and are
generally expected from residents of the City. These improvements would not substantially degrade the
visual character of the area and would not diminish the visual quality of the area, as they would be
consistent with the existing visual setting . The proposed Project itself is not visually imposing against
the scale of the existing surrounding area.

Therefore, the Project would have less than significant impacts on the visual character of the area.

Mitigation Measures : None are required.

d. Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime views

in the area?

LessThan Significant Impact. Nighttime lighting is necessaryto provide and maintain safe,secure,and

attractive environments; however, theselights have the potential to produce spillover light and glare and

waste energy, and if designed incorrectly, could be considered unattractive. Light that falls beyond the

intended areaisrl | 1 UUT EWOOWEUwW?2O0PT T OwUOUI UxEUUB82w3axi Uwodi wob
Minimizing all these forms of obtrusive light is an important environmen tal consideration. A less

obtrusive and well -designed energy efficient fixture would facedow nward, emit the correctintensity of

light for the use, and incorporate energy timers.

Spillover light is light emitted by a lighting installation that falls  outside the boundaries of the property
on which the installation is sited. Spillover light can adv ersely affect light-sensitive uses, such as
residential neighborhoods at nighttime. Because light dissipates as it travels from the source, the intensity
of alight fixture is often increased at the sourceto compensatefor the dissipated light. This can further
increase the amount of light that illuminates adjacent uses. Spillover light can be minimized by using
only the level of light necessary, and by using cutoff type fixtures or shielded light fixtures, or a
combination of fixture types.

CITY OF HURON| Crawford & Bowen Planning, Inc. 14
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Glare results when a light source directly in the field of vision is brighter than the eye can comfortably
accept. Squinting or turning away from a light source is an indic ation of glare. The presence of a bright
light in an otherwise dark setting may be distracting or annoying, referred to as discomfort glare, or it
may diminish the ability to seeother objectsin the darkened environment, referred to asdisability glare.
Glare can be reduced by design features that block direct line of sight to the light source and that direct
light downward, with little or no light emitted at high (near horizontal) angles, since this light would
travel long distances. Cutoff-type light fixtures minimize glare becausethey emit relatively low -intensity
light at these angles.

Currently t he sources of light in the Project area are from dreet lights, vehicles traveling along Palmer
Avenue, and security lights at the existing WWTP. The Project may implement minimal amounts of
security lighting. Such lighting would be shielded so as not tospill onto adjacent properties and would
be subject to City standards. Accordingly, potential impacts would be considered less than significant .

Mitigation Measures: None are required.

CITY OF HURON| Crawford & Bowen Planning, Inc. 15
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Less than
Significant
. AGRICULTURE AND FORES onean
otentially With Less than
RESOURC E_S Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact  Incorporation Impact  Impact

a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland [] [] [] X
Mapping and Monit oring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

b. Conflict with existing zoning for
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act [] [] [] X
contract?

c. Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in
Public Resources Code section 12220(Qg))
timberland (as defined by Public Resources [] [] [] X
Code section 4526), or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as defined by
Government Code section 51104(g))?

d. Result in the loss of forest land or D D D &
conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

e. Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location
or nature, could result in conversion of [] [] [] 4
Farmland, to non-agricultural use or

conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The City of Huron is located in Fresno County in the San Joaquin Valley, California. The proposed Project
site is located in an area of the City considered urban, built up land by the State Farmland Mapping and

CITY OF HURON| Crawford & Bowen Planning, Inc. 16
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Monitoring Program (FMMP) . No Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance
or land under the Williamson Act contracts occurs in th e proposed Project area.

Agricultural land uses less thanone-quarter of a mile to the north and west are the nearest agricultural
areas

RESPONSES

a.Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmlan d of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as

shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the

California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

b. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act _ contract?

c. Conflict with existing zoning for, or caus e rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code
section 12220(q)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned

Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code section 51104(q))?

d. Resultin the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

e. Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, could result

in conversion of Farmland, to non -agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

No Impact. Thereareno agricultural resourcesor forestlands presenton the Projectsite,which is currently
vacat EQE wPBDUT POwUT 1T w" PUaz Uwl B D UUPD Tre site) igdpdcitically zoted& PH U w U U
(Public Facilities). The Project consists ofa water well and the temporary activities associated with

driling and testing water. The proposed Project would not conflict with the City of Huronz UWwOE OE w U L
designations upon approval. There are no existing agricultural uses or operations within the Project
boundaries. The proposed Project would not convert prime farmland, conflict with an existing

agricultural use, or result in the conversion of existing farmland. Additionally, no Williamson Act

contracted lands would be impacted d ue to the Project, and the Project site is not subject to a Williamson

Act contract.

The proposed Project does not conflict with any forest land or Timberland Production or result in any
loss of forest land. The proposed Project does not include any change which will affect the existing
environment by conversion of farmland or forest land . Therefore, the Project hasno impacton agricultural
and forest resources.

Mitigation Measures: None are required.

CITY OF HURON| Crawford & Bowen Planning, Inc. 17
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Less than
Significant
Potentially With Less than
ll. AIR QUALITY Sgnificant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact  Incorporation Impact Impact
a.  Conflict with or obstruct implementation D D & D

of the applicable air quality plan?

b. Result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for

which the project region is non- D D & D

attainment under an applicable federal or
state ambient air quality standard?

c. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial D D & D
pollutant concentrations?

d. Result in other emissions (such as those
leading to odors or adversely affecting a [] [] X []
substantial number of people) ?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The climate of the City of Huron and the SanJoaquin Valley is characterized by long, hot summers and
stagnant, foggy winters. Precipitation is low and temperature inversions are common. These
characteristics are conducive to the formation and retention of air pollutants and are in part influenced
by the surrounding mountains which intercept precipitation and act a s a barrier to the passage of cold

air and air pollutants.

The proposed Projectlies within the SanJoaquin Valley Air Basin,which is managed by the SanJoaquin
Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCDor Air District). National Ambient Air Quality Standards
(NAAQS) and California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) have been established for the
following criteria pollutants: carbon monoxide (CO), ozone (Os), sulfur dioxide (SO?2), nitrogen dioxide
(NO?2), particulate matter (PMioand PMzs), and lead (Pb). The CAAQS also set standards for sulfates,
hydrogen sulfide, and visibility.

Air quality plans or attainment plans are used to bring the applicable air basin into attainment with all
state and federal ambient air quality standards designed to prote ct the health and safety of residents

CITY OF HURON| Crawford & Bowen Planning, Inc. 18



Huron Well Project | Initial Study

within that air basin. Areas are classified und er the Federal Clean Air Act as either ?attainment?, ?non-
attainment?, or Pextreme non-attainment? areasfor eachcriteria pollutant basedon whether the NAAQS
have beenachieved or not. Attainment relative to the Statestandards is determined by the California Air
Resources Board (CARB). The San Joaquin Valley is designated as a State and Federal extreme nron
attainment area for O3, a State and Federal norattainment area for PM2.5, a State nonattainment area
for PM10, and Federal and State attainmert area for CO, SO2, NO2, andPb.

Standards and attainment status for listed pollutants in the Air District canbefound in Table 1. Note that
both state and federal standards are presented.

Table 1 - Standards and Attainment Status for Listed  Pollutants in the Air District

Federal Standard California Standard
Ozone 0.075 ppm (8 -hr avg) 0.07 ppm (8 -hr avg) 0.09 ppm (1 -hr avg)
Carbon Monoxide 9.0 ppm (8 -hr avg) 35.0 ppm (1 -hr9.0 ppm (8 -hr avg) 20.0 ppm (1 -hr avg)
avg)
Nitrogen Dioxide 0.053 ppm (annual avg) 0.30 ppm (annual avg) 0.18 ppm (1  -hr
avg)
Sulfur Dioxide 0.03 ppm (annual avg) 0.14 0.04 ppm (24 -hr avg) 0.25 ppm (1lhr
avg)
ppm (24 -hr avg) 0.5 ppm (3 -hr
avg)
Lead 1.5 pug/m3 (calendar quarter) 1.5 ng/m3 (30 -day avg)

0.15 pg/m3 (rolling 3 -month avg)

Particulate Matter (PM10) 150 pug/m3 (24 -hr avg) 20 pg/m3 (annual avg) 50

pa/m3 (24 -hr avg)

Particulate Matter (PM2.5) 15 pg/m3 (annual avg) 35 pg/m3 (24 -hr avg) 12

pa/m3 (a nnual avg)

t C¥ I micra@rams per cubic meter

Additional State regulations include:

CARB Portable Equipment Registration Program ¢ This program was designed to allow owners and
operators of portable engines and other common construction or farming equipme nt to register their

CITY OF HURON| Crawford & Bowen Planning, Inc. 19
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equipment under a statewide program so they may operate it statewide without the need to obtain a
permit from the local air district.

U.S. EPA/CARB Off-Road Mobile Sources Emission Reduction Program¢ The California Clean Air Act
(CCAA) requires CARB to achieve a maximum degree of emissions reductions from off-road mobile
sources to attain State Ambient Air Quality Standards (SAAQS); off- road mobile sources include most
construction equipment. Tier 1 standards for large compression-ignition enginesusedin off-road mobile
sources went into effect in California in 1996. These standards, along with ongoing rulemaking, address
emissions of nitrogen oxides (NOX) and toxic particulate matter from diesel engines. CARB is currently
developing a control measure to reduce diesel PM and NOX emissions from existing off-road diesel
equipment throughout the state.

California Global Warming Solutions Act ¢ Established in 2006, Assembly Bill 32 (AB 32) requires that
California 3 GHG emissionsbereduced to 1990levels by the year 2020.This will beimplemented through
a statewide cap on GHG emissions, which was phased in beginning in 2012. AB 32 requires CARB to
develop regulations and a mandatory reporting system to monitor global warming emissions levels.

RESP®NSES

a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

b. Resultin a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project region

is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard ?

c. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed Project lies within the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin
(SJVAB). At the Federal level, the SIJVAB is designated as extrem nonattainment for the 8-hour ozone
standard, attainment for PM 10 and CO, and nonattainment fort PM 2s5. At the State level, the SJVAB is
designated as nonattainment for the 8-hour ozone, PM1o, and PM:s standards. Although the Federal 1-
hour ozone standard was revoked in 2005, areas must still attain this standard, and the SIVAPCD
recently requested an EPA finding that the SJIVAB has attained the standard based on 2012013 datd.
To meet Federal Clean Ar Act (CAA) requirements, the SIVAPCD has multiple ai r quality attainment
plan (AQAP) documents, including:

1 San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District. Guide to Assessing and Mitigating Air Quality Impacts. March 19, 2 015.Page 28
http://www.valleyair.org/transportation/GAMAQI_3  -19-15.pdf. AccessedJune 2020.

CITY OF HURON| Crawford & Bowen Planning, Inc. 20
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1 Extreme Ozone Attainment Demonstration Plan (EOADP) for attainment of the 1 -hour ozone
standard (2004);

I 2007 Ozone Plan for attainment of the 8hour ozone standard;

1 2007 PMoMaintenance Plan and Request for Redesignation; and

1 2008 PMsPlan.

T EEUUT wOoOi w 0T -attainbhént Batud folJano®ed PM2s, and PMuo, if the project-generated
emissions of either of the ozone precursor pollutants (ROG or NOx), PM 1o, or PM2s were to exceed the
2) 5 | " #aifidance Brresholds, then the project uses would be considered to conflict with the
attainment plans. In addition, if the project uses were to result in a ch ange in land use and corresponding
increases in vehicle miles traveled, they may result in an increase in vehicle miles traveled that is
unaccounted for in regional emissions inventories contained in regional air quality control plans.

The annual significance thresholds to be used for the Project for construction and operational emissions
are as followsz

10 tons per year ROG;
10 tons per year NOX;
15 tons per year PMyo; and
15 tons per year PMes.

= =4 =4 =4

ProjectEmissions

Site preparation and Project construction would involve installation of a conductor casing, cementing
operations, constructing above ground mud pits and a basin area for drilling debris retention areas, and
other various activities associated with drilling and pumping water . During construction , the Project
could generate pollutants such as hydrocarbons, oxides of nitrogen, carbon monoxide, and suspended
PM. A major source of PM would be windblown dust generated during construction activities. Sources
of fugitive dust would include disturbed soils at the cons truction site and trucks carrying uncovered
loads of soils. Vehicles leaving the site could deposit dirt and mud on local streets, which could be an
additional source of airborne dust after it dries. PM10 emissions would vary from day to day, depending
on the nature and magnitude of construction activity and local weather conditions. PM10 emissions
would depend on soil moisture, the silt content of soil, wind speed, and the amount of operating
equipment. Larger dust particles would settle near the source, w hile fine particles would be dispersed

2 San Joaquin Valley Air Control District ¢ Air Quality Threshold of Significance ¢ Criteria Pollutants.
htt p://www.valleyair.org/transportation/0714 -GAMAQI -Criteria -Pollutant -Thresholds-of-Significance.pdf. AccessedJune 202.
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over greater distances from the construction site. These emissions would be temporary and limited to
the immediate area surrounding the construction site.

The proposed well will not generate emissions once constructed. The San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution
Control District has established thresholds of significance for criteria pollutant emissions. Using project
type and size, the District has pre-quantified emissions and determined a size below which it is
reasonableto conclude that a project would not exceed applicable thresholds of significance for criteria
pollutants. Long term air emissions are typically associated with vehicle trips associated with new
development. For example, the District pre-determined that residential developments that would
generate less than 1,453 vehicle trips per day woud not exceed any established criteria pollutant
emissions thresholds. As the proposed well Project will not result in vehicle trips (other than minor
temporary trips associated with construction and then periodic maintenance once operational) it is
determined that the Project could not exceed any air emission thresholds established by the District.
However, during construction, the contractor will be required to adheretot T I w# PUUUPEUz UwU
regulations, including Regulation VIII (Fugitive PM10 Prohib itions), Rule 4002, Rule 4102 (Nuisance),
Rule 4601 (Architectural Coatings), and Rule 4641 (Cutback, Slow Cure, and Emulsified Asphalt, Paving
and Maintenance Operations).

As described above, construction/operational emissions would not exceed the SIVAPGt z UwU D1 OPIi PE
thresholds for ROG, NOx, PM 10, and PMzs. As a result, the Project uses would not conflict with emissions
inventories contained in regional air quality at tainment plans and would not result in a significant

a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant within the SIJVAPCD jurisdic tion.
Finally, the Project would also not expose sensitive receptors to substantialpollutant concentrations. Due
to its locaton EENE ET O U wU O wU,ithe RrtjedtBite fs dauredr ank sensitive receptorslt will not
cumulatively increase any criteria pollutant and will not result in substantial pollutant concentrations.

Any imp acts to air resources would be consideredless than significant .
Mitigation Measures: None are required.

d. Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odorsadversely affecting a substantial number of
people?

Less than Significant Impact . The proposed Project is located ina public facilities and agricultural
portion of the City of Huron . During construction, the various diesel-powered vehicles and equipment

3 San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District. Guide to Assessing and Mitigating Air Quality Impacts. March 19, 2015. Pag e 65.
http://www.valleyair.org/transportation/GAMAQ | 3-19-15.pdf. AccessedJune 2020.
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in use on-site could create localized odors. These odors would be temporary and are not likely to be
noticeable for extended periods of time beyond the Project site. The potential for diesel odor impacts is
therefore considered less than significant.

As such, the proposed Project is not expected to produce any offensive odors that would result in
frequent odor complaints . Any impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: None are required.

CITY OF HURON| Crawford & Bowen Planning, Inc. 23



Huron Well Project | Initial Study

Less than
Significant
Potentially With Less than
IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporation Impact Impact

a. Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications,
on any species identified as acandidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local
or regional plans, policies, or regulations, D D & D
or by the California Department of Fish
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identi fied in local or regional
plans, policies, regulations, or by the D D D &
California Department of Fish and Game
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

c. Have a substantial adverse effect m
federally protected wetlands as defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
(including, but not limited to, marsh, [] [] [] X
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption,
or other means?

d. Interfere substantially with the movement
of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or D D D &
impede the use of native wildlife nursery

sites?
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e. Conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological resources,
such as a tree preservation policy or D D D |Z
ordinance?

f.  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other [] [] [] X
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The proposed Project site is located in a portion of the central San Joaquin Valley that has, for decades,
experienced intensive agricultural and urban disturbances. Current agricultu ral endeavors in the region
include dairies, groves, and row crops.

Like most of California, the Central San Joaquin Valley experiences a Mediterranean climate. Warm dry
summers are followed by cool moist winters. Summer temperatures usually exceed 90 degrees
Fahrenheit, and the relative humidity is generally very low. Winter temperatures rarely raise much
above 70 degrees Fahrenheit, with daytime highs often below 60 degrees Fahrenheit. Annual
precipitation w ithin the proposed Project site is about 10 inches, almost 85% ofwhich falls between the
months of October and March. Nearly all precipitation falls in the form of rain and storm -water readily
infiltrates the soils of the surrounding the sites.

Native plant and animal species once abundant in the region have become locdly extirpated or have
experienced large reductions in their populations due to conversion of upland, riparian, and aquatic
habitats to agricultural and urban uses. Remaining native habitats are particularly valuable to native
wildlife species including special status species that still persist in the region.

agricultural uses.

No aquatic or wetland features occur on the propo sed Project site; theefore, jurisdictional waters are
considered absent from the site.
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RESPONSES

a. Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species

identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special statusspecies in local or regional plans, policies, or

requlations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Less than Significant Impact. The site is currently vacant and void of vegetation. The site iswithin the
existing surface water treatment facility and is in an area that is highly disturbed and lacking in
substantial vegetation, such as trees, brush or shrubs. This factor suggests that the Project site is extremely
unlikely to serve as nesting habitat for bird sp eciesor any animal or plant species. Additionally, no
wetlands or waters of the U.S. or water of the State were found within the Project area. No mitigation
measures are recommended, and thus any impacts remainless than significant .

Mitigation Measures : None are required.

b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community

identified in local or regional plans, policies, requlations, or by the California Department of Fish and
Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

c. Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the

Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct

removal, filling, hydrological interruption, o r other means?

No Impact. There are no natural waterways, sensitive natural communities, or protected wetlands on
the subject site. As such, there isno impact.

Mitigation Measures: None are required.

d. Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migrator vy fish or wildlife species

or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites?

No Impact. There are no natural waterways or natural vegetation on the subject site, and the site is not
used for movement of wildlife species or for a migratory wildlife corridor, nor is the site used for native
wildlife nursery sites . The site is within the existing surface water treatment facility and is highly
disturbed. There would be no impact to native species movement.
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Mitigation Measures: None are required.

e. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree

preservation policy or ordinance?

No Impact. The proposed Project is casistent with the goals and policies of the City of Huron General

Plan, and will be consistent with the goals and policies of the Fresno County General Plan. The Project
PPOOWOOUWEOOI OPEUwWPHUT wlUIT O war@d QWG s OdstuibizprdsevaaEsiE D1 U w
riparian habitats because wetlands and riparian habitats are absent from the Project site. The Project will

not result in significant loss of habitat for special status animal species and will therefore be consistent

with General Plan policies related to wildlife habitat. Therefore, the proposed Project would have no

impact.

Mitigation Measures: None are required.

f. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community

Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

No Impact. The proposed Project site is not within an area set aside for the conservation of habitat or
sensitive plant or animal species pursuant to a Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Commun ity
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan. As such, there
iS no impact.

Mitigation Measures: None are required.
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Less than
Significant
Potentially With Less than
V. CULTURAL RESOURCES Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact  Incorporation Impact  Impact

a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as [] [] [] X
defined in §15064.5?

b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource [] X [] []
pursuant to §15064.5?

c. Disturb any human remains, including
those interred outside of formal [] X [] []
cemeteries?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

A record search of site files and maps was conducted at the Southern San Joaquin Valley Archaeological
Information Center (IC), Calif ornia State University, Bakersfield (see Appendix B). A Sacred Lands File
Request was also submitted to the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC). These investigations
determined that small portions of property around the Project had been previously surveyed, and that
segments ofone historic structure, a historic era railroad, is within one-half mile of the proposed Project
site. The Project will not impact the railroad, and the Project site itself has not been identified to contain
any cultural or hi storic resources.As discussed below, no cultural resources were identified within the
Projectarea or adjacentareas.

RESPONSES

a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resourcepursuant to
815064.5?

No Impact. As discussedabove, nohistoric resources were identified within or adjacent tothe Project
site. There isno impact.

Mitigation Measures: None are required.
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b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to
815064.5?

c. Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation. The Project area is highly disturbed, consisting of
vacant land within the existing surface water treatment plant . There are noknown or vi sible cultural
or archaeological resources, paleontological resources, or human remains that exist on the surface of
the Project area. Therefore, it is determined that the Project has low potential to impact any sensitive
resources and no further cultural resources work is required unless Project plans change to include
work not currently identified in the Project description.

Although no cultural or archaeological resources, paleontological resources or human remains have
been identified in the Project area, the possibility exists that such resources or remains may be
discovered during Project site preparation, excavation and/or grading activities. Mitigation Measures
CUL t 1 and CUL ¢ 2 will be implemented to ensure that Project will result in less than significant
impacts with mitigation

Mitigation Measures:

CUL t+ 1 If a potentially significant historical, archaeological, or paleontological resource, such as
structural features, unusual amounts of bone or shell, artifacts, human remains, or
architectural remains or trash deposits are encountered during subsurface construction
activities (i.e., trenching), all construction activities within a 100 -foot radius of the
identified potential resource shall cease until a qualified archaeologist evaluates the item
for its significance and records the item on the appropriate State Department of Parks and
Recreation (DPR) forms. The archaeologist shall determine whether the item requires
further study. If, after the qualified archaeologist conducts appr opriate technical
analyses, the item is determined to be significant under California Environmental Quality
Act, the archaeologist shall recommend feasible mitigation measures, which may include
avoidance, preservation in place or other appropriate measure.

CUL t+ 2 In order to ensure that the proposed Project does not impact buried human remains
during Project construction, the City shall be responsible for on-going monitoring of
Project construction. If buried human remains are encountered during construct ion,
further excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area reasonably suspected to
overlie adjacent remains shall be halted until the FresnoCounty coroner is contacted and
the coroner has made the determinations and notifications required pursu ant to Health
and Safety Code Section 7050.5. If the coroner determines that Halth and Safety Code
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Section 7050.5(c) require that he give notice to the Native American Heritage
Commission, then such notice shall be given within 24 hours, as required by Health and
Safety Code Section 7050.5(c). In that event, the NAHC will conduct the notifications
required by Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. Until the consultations described
below have been completed, the landowner shall further ensure that the immed iate
vicinity, according to generally accepted cultural or archaeological stand ards or practices
where Native American human remains are located, is not disturbed by further
development activity until the landowner has discussed and conferred with the Most
Likely Descendants on all reasonable options regarding the descendants' prefeences and
treatments, as prescribed by Public Resources Code Section 5097.98(b). The NAHC will
mediate any disputes regarding treatment of remains in accordance with Public
Resaurces Code Section 5097.94(k). The landowner shall be entitled to exercise rigts
established by Public Resources Code Section 5097.98(e) if any of the circumstances
established by that provision become applicable.
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Less than
Significant
Potentially With Less than
VI. ENERGY Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact  Incorporation Impact  Impact
a. Result in potentially significant
environmental impact due to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of [] [] X []
energy  resources, during project
construction or operation?
b.  Conflict with or obstruct a state or local
plan for renewable energy or energy [] [] X []

efficiency?
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
"EOPI OUOPEZUwWUOUEOwWI Othighiest i@ @OUU QR BEOHO@OWEHUVIEODEWI! Y h
energy consumption ranked 48", due in part to its mild climate and its energy efficiency pro grams. In
2017, California ranked second in the nation in conventional hydroelectric generation and first as a

producer of electricity from solar, geothermal, and biomass resources while also in 2017, solar PV and
solar thermal installations provided about hut G wOi w" EOPI OUOPEz Uwdil Uwl O1 EVUDE

Energy usage is typically quantified using the British the rmal unit (BTU). As a point of reference, the
approximately amounts of energy contained in common energy sources are as follows:

Energy Source | BTUS

Gasoline | 120,429 per gallon

Natural Gas | 1,037 per cubic foot

Electricity | 3,412 per kilowatt -hour

4U.S. Energy Information Administration. Independent Statistics and Analysis. California Profile Overview.
https://www.eia.gov/state/?sid=CA#tabs -1. AccessedJune 2020.

5U.S. Energy Information Administration. Energy Units and Calculators Explained.
https://www.eia.gov/energyexplained/index.php?page=about_energy units . AccessedJune 2020.
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California electrical consumption in 2016 was 7,830.8 trillion BTU¢, as provided in Table 3, while total
electrical consumption by Fresno County in 2018 was 26.109trillion BTU. 7

Table 3 82016 California Energy Consumption 8

End User BTU of energy Percentage of total
consumed (in trillions) consumption
Residential 1,384.4 17.7
Commercial 1,477.2 18.9
Industrial 1,854.3 23.7
Transportation 3,114.9 39.8
Total 7,830.8 -

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) reports that approximately 25.1 million
automobiles, 5.7 million trucks, and 889,024 motorcycles were registered in the state in 2017, resulting in
a total estimated 339.8 billion vehicles miles traveled (VMT).?

Applicable Regulations

Califor nia Energy Code (Title 24, Part 6, Building Energy Efficiency Standards)

California Code of Regulations Title 24, Part 6 comprises the California Energy Code, which was adopted
to ensure that building construction, system design and installation achieve en ergy efficiency. The
California Energy Code was first established in 1978 by the CEC in response to a legislative mandate to
Ul EVUET w" EODPI OUOD E z bndhpply ttydnérgy EodsDradd @xhBaiing,@adling, ventilation,
water heating, and lighting in new residential and non -residential buildings. The standards are updated
periodically to increase the baseline energy efficiency requirements. The 2013 Building Energy Efficiency
Standards focus on several key areas to improve the energy efficiency ofnewly constructed buildings
and additions and alterations to existing buildings and include requirements to enable both demand
reductions during critical peak periods and future solar electri ¢ and thermal system installations.
Although it was not originall y intended to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, electricity production
by fossil fuels results in GHG emissions and energy efficient buildings require less electricity. Therefore,
increased energy efficiency results in decreased GHG emissions.

6 U.S. Energy Information Administration. Independent Statistics and Analysis. California Profile Overview.
https://www.eia.gov/state/?sid=CA#tabs -1. AccessedJune 2020.

7 California Energy Commi ssion. Electricity Consumption by County. http://ecdms.energy.ca.gov/elecbycounty.aspx. AccessedJune2020.
8 U.S. Energy Information Administration. Independent Statistics and Analysis. California Profile Overview.
https://www.eia.gov/state/?sid=CA#tabs -1. AccessedJune 2020.

9 Caltrans. 2017. California Transportation Quick Facts. http://www. dot.ca.gov/drisi/libr ary/qf/af2017.pdf. AccessedJune 2020.
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California Green Building Standards Code (Title 24, Part |I, CALGreen)

The California Building Standards Commission adopted the California Green Buildings Standards Code
(CALGreen in Part 11 of the Title 24 Building Standards Code) for all new construction state wide on July
17, 2008. Originally a volunteer measure, the code became mandatory in 2010 and the most recent update
(2019) will go into effect on January 1, 2@0. CALGreen sets targets for erergy efficiency, water
consumption, dual plumbing systems for potable and recyclable water, diversion of construction waste
from landfills, and use of environmentally sensitive materials in construction and design, including eco -
friendl y flooring, carpetin g, paint, coatings, thermal insulation, and acoustical wall and ceiling panels.
The 2019 CALGreen Code includes mandatory measures for non-residential development related to site
development; water use; weather resistance and moisture management; constructon waste reduction,
disposal, and recycling; building maintenance and operation; pollutant control; indoor air quality;
environmental comfort; and outdoor air quality. Mandatory measures for residential development
pertain to green building; planning and design; energy efficiency; water efficiency and conservation;
material conservation and resource efficiency; environmental quality; and installer and special inspector
gualifications.

Clean Energy and Pollution Reduction Act (SB 350)

The Clean Energy and Pollution Reduction Act (SB 350) was passed by California Governor Brown on
October 7, 2015, and establishes new clean energy, clean air, and greenhouse gas reduction goals for the
year 2030 and beyond. SB 350 establishes a greenhouseg reduction target of 40 percent below 1990
levels for the State of California, further enhancing the ability for the state to meet the goal of reducing
greenhouse gas emissions by 80 percent below 1990 levels by the year 2050.

Renewable Portfolio Standard (SB 1078 and SB Q7)

S$UUEEOPUT | EwPOuw!l YY! wUOET Uw2! whiYA WOwWUT T wUUEUIT zUw1l Ol
SB 107 to require accelerated energy reduction goals by requiring that by the year 2010, 20 percent of
electricity sales in the state be served by renavable energy resources. In years following its adoption,
Executive Order S-14-08 was signed, requiring electricity retail sellers to provide 33 percent of their

service loads with renewable energy by the year 2020. In 2011, SB X2 was signed, aligning the RPS

target with the 33 percent requirement by the year 2020. This new RPS applied to all state electricity
retailers, including publicly owned utilities, investor -owned utilities, electrical service providers, and
community choice aggregators. All entitie s included under the RPS were required to adopt the RPS 20

percent by year 2020 reduction goal by the end of 2013, adopt a reduction goal of 25 percent by the end

of 2016, and meet the 33 percent reduction goal by the end of 2020. In adition, the Air Reso urces Board,
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under Executive Order S-21-09, was required to adopt regulations consistent with these 33 percent
renewable energy targets.

RESPONSES

a. Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary

consumption of energy resources, during project construction or operation?

b. Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or enerqgy efficiency?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed Project includes construction of a water well and the
associatedoperational activities. The Projectwill consume moderate amounts of energy in the short-term
during Project construction ; however, Project operations are temporary in nature and are expected to
consume minimal amounts of energy.

During construct ion, the Project would consume energy in two general forms: (1) the fuel energy
consumed by construction vehicles and equipment; and (2) bound energy in construction materials, such
as asphalt, steel, concrete, pipes, ad manufactured or processed materials such as lumber. Title 24
Building Energy Efficiency Standards provide guidance on construction techniques to maximize energy
conservation and it is expected that contractors and owners have a strong financial incentive to use
recycled materials and produ cts originating from nearby sources in order to reduce materials costs. As
such, it is anticipated that materials used in construction and construction vehicle fuel energy would not
involve the wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy.

Operational Project energy consumption would occur for multiple purposes, including pumps and other
vehicle and equipment use. The proposed Project would be required to comply with Title 24 Building
Energy Efficiency Standards, which provide minimum effic iency standards related to various building
features. Implementation of Title 24 standards significantly increases energy savings, and it is generally
assumed that compliance with Title 24 ensures projects will not result in the inefficient, wasteful, or
unnecessary consumption of energy.

As discussed in Impact XVII ¢ Transportation/Traffic, at build -out the Project will generate minimal daily
trips (for maintenance and operations). The length of these trips and the individual vehicle fuel
efficiencies arenot known; therefore, the resulting energy consumption cannot be accurately calculated.
Adopted federal vehicle fuel standards have continually improved since their original adoption in 1975
and assists inavoiding the inefficient, wasteful, and unnecessary use of energy by vehicles.

As discussed previously, the proposed Project would be required to implement and be consistent with
existing energy design standards at the local and state level. The Projectwould be subject to energy
conservation requirements in the California Energy Code and CALGreen. Adherence to state code
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requirements would ensure that the Project would not result in wasteful and inefficient use of non -
renewable resources due to building operation.

Therefore, any impacts areless than significant .

Miti gation Measures: None are required.
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Less than
Significant
Potentially With Less than
VIl. GEOLOGY AND SOILS Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact  Incorporation Impact Impact

a. Directly or indirectly cause potential
substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i. Rupture of a known earthquake
fault, as delineated on the most
recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake D D & D
Fault Zoning Map issued by the State
Geologist for the area or based on
other substantial evidence of a
known fault? Refer to Division of
Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.

ii. Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii. Seismicrelated ground failure,
including lig uefaction?

iv. Landslides?

b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the

O 0O O
I N A
X X X X
I N A

loss of topsoil?

c. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that
is unstable, or that would become
unstable as a result of the project, and
potentially result in on - or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or collapse?

d. Be located on expansive soil,as defined
in Table 181-B of the most recently D D & D
adopted Uniform Building Code creating
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substantial direct or indirect risks to life
or property?

e. Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative waste water disposal systems [] [] [] X
where sewers are not available for the
disposal of waste water?

f. Directly or indirectly d estroy a unique

paleontological resource or site or unique D & D D
geologic feature?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Huron is located near the western edge of the Central Valley, which is a nearly flat northwest -southeast
trending basin approximately 450 miles long and approximately 75miles wide. The City of Huron, along
with the majority of the western portion of Fresno County, is located on soils derived from quaternary
alluvial materials. There are no known active earthquake faults in Huron. The Nunez Fault is located
approximately 21 miles northwest of the proposed Pr oject site and is designated as an Earthquake
Hazard Zone under the Alquist -Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act of 1994. The City of Huron is located
in a Seismic Zone 3, as defined by the California Uniform Building Code. 1°

RESPONSES

a-i. Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or

death involving rupture of a known ear thquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo

Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial

evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.

a-ii. Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury,

or death involving strong seismic ground shaking?

a-iii. Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury,

or death involving seismic -related ground failure, including liguefaction?

10 Fresno County Background Report for the General Plan Update. Adopted 2000. Page 96.
https://www.co.fresno.ca.us/home/showdo cument?id=8398Accessed June 2020.
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a-iv. Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury,

or death involving landslides?

Less Than Significan t Impact. The proposed Project site is not located in an earthquake fault zone as
delineated by the 1972 Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map Act. The nearest known potentially
active fault is the Nunez Fault, located approximately 21 miles northwest of the site. No active faults
have been mapped within the Project boundaries, so there is no potential for fault rupture. It is
anticipated that the proposed Project site could be subject to some ground acceleration and ground
shaking associated with seismic activity during its design life . The Project would be engineered and
constructed in strict accordance with the earthquake resistant design requirements contained in the latest
edition of the California Building Code (CBC) for seismic zone Il, as well as Title 24 of the California
Adminis trative Code, and therefore would avoid potential seismically induced hazards on planned
structures. The Project site has a generally flat topography, and is not at risk of landslide. The impact of
seismic hazards on the Projectwould be less than signifi cant.

Mitigation Measures: None are required.

b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Less Than Significant Impact. During construction, t he proposed Project will construct above-ground

mud pits and debris detention basin areas, indall a conductor casing, and other activities associated with
the water well. The Project site has a generally flat topography and is in an establishedpublic facilities

area.Construction activities associated with the Project involves soil-moving work . These activities could
expose barren soils to sources of wind or water, resulting in the potential for erosion and sedimentation

on and off the Project site. During construction, nuisance flow caused by minor rain could flow off -site.
The City and/or contractor would be required to employ appropriate sediment and erosion control BMPs
as part of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP)that would be required by the California

National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES).In addition, soil erosion and loss of topsail

would be minimized through implementation of the SVJAPCD fugitive dust control measures (See
Sectionlll). Once construction is complete, the Project would not result in soil erosion or loss of topsoil.

Compliance with state regulations will ensure that impacts remain less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: None required.
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c. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as aresult of the

project, and potentially resultin on - or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liguefaction or
collapse?

d. Be located on expansive soil as defined in Table 181-B of the most recently adopted Uniform Building

Code creating substantial risks to life or property?

Less Than Significant Impact. See Section Via. above. The site is not at significant risk from ground
shaking, liquefaction, or landslide and is otherwise considered geologically stable. The City of Huron

sits on top of the alluvial soils of the Quaternary period ,!t with the predominant soils near the

proposed Project site being Westhaven loam and Excelsior, sandy substratumWesthaven
association. These soils are characterized asmoderately deep, well-drained, and with low

shrink/swell potential , which are generally not conducive to liquification. Additionally, | iquefaction
typically occurs when there is shallow groundwater, low -density non-plastic soils, and high-intensity
ground motion. Groundwater depths just outside the the City of Huron have b een mapped at
between 325 and 450 feet below the land surface in 201&

The City of Huron is relatively flat which precludes the occurrence of landslides. Subsidence is
typically related to over -extraction of groundwater from certain types of geologic formations where

the water is partly responsible for supporting the ground surface . The City of Huron is recognized
by the U.S. Geological Service as being in an area of subsidenc& However, ongoing potential

impacts of groundwater de pletion and subsidence are constantly being monitored by USGS through

a system of extensometers positioned throughout the San Joaquin valley Continuous measurements
and aquifer-system response analysis enables appropriate governing of parameters set to ntigate
subsidence impads in the region. Impacts are consideredless than significant .

Mitigation Measures: None required.

e. Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative waste water

disposal systems where sewers are not available forthe disposal of waste water?

11 Natural Resources Conservation Service. Soil Survey of Fresno County California, Western Part. Page 13.

https://www.nrcs.u sda.gov/Internet/FSE_MANUSCRIPTS/california/ CA653/0/fresno.pdf Accessed June 2020.

12United States Geological Survey, National Water Information System, Hydrologic Unit Code 18030012.
https://nwis.waterdata.usgs.gov/usa/nwis/gwlevels/?site_no=361334120035101Accessed June 2020.

13U.S. Geological Service. Areas of Land Subsidence in Californiahttps://ca.water.usgs.gov/land_subsidence/california-subsidence-
areas.html. AccessedJune2020.
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No Impact. The Project does not include the construction, replacement, or disgurbance of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems. The Project will not be tying into the existing sewer services
and will instead utilize temporary portable toilets for staff during construction . Therefore, there isno
impact.

Mitigation Measures: None are required.

f. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature?

Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation . There are no unique geologic featuresin the Project
vicinity. Although there are no known paleontological resources located in the Project area, site
development does have the potential to directly or indirectly destroy an unknown paleontological
resource. Mitigation measures CUL-1 and CUL-2 are included to reduce any impacts to a less than
significant level.

Mitigation Measures: CUL-1 and CUL-2
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Less than
Significant
Potentially With Less than
VIIl. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION:S Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporation Impact  Impact

a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, eithel
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant ] ] = ]
impact on the environment?

b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing ] ] = ]
the emissions of greenhouse gases?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Ul OxT UEUUUI 6 w2OOEUWUEEPEUDPOOwWI OUI UUwI EVUUT ZUWEUOOU X
EEUOUEI EwEawUl 1 wil E Udiitsthisuedigkion bick fovdard 3gade ublt Ehe) prdperties of
the radiation change from high -frequency solar radiation to lower -frequency infrared radiation. GHGs
are transparent to solar radiation but are effective in absorbing infrared radiation. Consequently,
radiation that would otherwise | UEEx T WEEEOwWDPOUOWUXxEET wbUwUI UEDPOI EOwl
atmosphere. This phenomenon is known as the greenhouse effect. Scientific research to date indicates
that some of the observed climate change § a result of increased GHG emissions asociated with human
activity. Among the GHGs contributing to the greenhouse effect are water vapor, carbon dioxide (CO 2),
methane (CH4), ozone, Nitrous Oxide (NO x), and chlorofluorocarbons. Human -caused emissions ofthese
GHGs in excess of natural ambient concentrations are considered responsible for enhancing the
greenhouse effect. GHG emissions contributing to global climate change are attributable, in large part,
to human activities associated with the industrial/m anufacturing, utility, transport ation, residential, and
agricultural sectors. In California, the transportation sector is the largest emitter of GHGs, followed by
electricity generation. Global climate change is, indeed, a global issue. GHGs are global polutants, unlike
criteria polluta nts and TACs (which are pollutants of regional and/or local concern). Global climate
change, if it occurs, could potentially affect water resources in California. Rising temperatures could be
anticipated to result in sea-level rise (as polar ice caps melt)and possibly change the timing and amount
of precipitation, which could alter water quality. According to some, climate change could result in more
extreme weather patterns; both heavier precipitation that could lead to flo oding, as well as more
extended drought periods. There is uncertainty regarding the timing, magnitude, and nature of the
potential changes to water resources as a result of climate change; however, several trends are evident.
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Snowpack and snowmelt may also be affected by climate change., UET wOi w" EOPI OUOPEZz Uwx
as snow in the Sierra Nevada and southern Cascades, and snowpack represents approximately 35 percent

provides natural water flow to streams and reservoirs after the annual rainy season has ended. As air
Ul OxT UEUUUI UwbOEUI EUI wEUT wUOOWEODPOEUI wel EOT T OwUT 1T whE
by increasing temperatures resulting in: (1) decreased snowfall, and (2) earlier snowmelt.

RESPONSES

a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact

on the environment?

b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or reqgulation ad opted for the purpose of reducing the

emissions of greenhouse gases?

Less Than Significant Impact. Emissions from construction are temporary in nature. The San Joaquin

Valley Air Pollution Control District has implemented a guidance policy for developmen t projects within

UT 1 PUwNUUDPUEDPEUDOOS ww3 I-BdAgenéed b BEdd@ssifg&sH® Entis€idh impac® U w+ E €
i OUw-1T pPw/ UONI EUUWUOGET Uw" 3$0 O2wExxUOVYI EwEad addidss w! OE
temporary GHG emissions from construction, nor does this policy establish numeric thresholds for

ongoing GHG emissions. Therefore, construction-generated GHGs are less than significant. Once
constructed, the Project does not include any significant long-term emissions (usually associated with

vehicle trips). As such, the Project will not conflict with any applicable GHG plans/regulations and

operational GHG emissions are considered less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: None are required.
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Less than
Significant
IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS onean
otentially With Less than
MATERlALS_ Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact  Incorporation Impact  Impact

a. Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through the routine D D & D

transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials?

b. Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accidentconditions [] [] 4 []
involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?

c. Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter
mile of an existing or proposed school?

d. Belocated on a site which is included on a
list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the
environment?

e. For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the [] [] [] X
project result in a safety hazard or
excessive noise for people residing or
working in the project area?

f.  Impair implementation of or physic ally |:| |:| |:| &
interfere with an adopted emergency
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Less than
Significant
IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS onean
otentially With Less than
MATERlALS_ Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact  Incorporation Impact  Impact

response plan or emergency evacuation
plan?

g. Expose people or structureseither directly

or indirectly to a significant risk of loss, [] [] [] X
injury or death involving wildl and fires?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The proposed Project site is located in the easternmost portion of the City, immediately west of the
existing WWTP. The nearest residence idess than one quartermile west of the Project site. The proposed
Project site is approximately 12 miles southeast of the New Coalinga Municipal Airport while the Fresno -
Yosemite International Airport is the closest regional air port, approximately 43 miles northwest.
Chestnut Park is approximately 0.75 miles to the west and Chestnut High School is approximately 0.85
miles to the west.

RESPONSES

a. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine tr ansport, use, or

disposal of hazardous materials?

b. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment ?

Less than Signifi cant Impact. This impact is associated with hazards caused by the routine transport,
use, or disposal of hazardous materials or through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment. Proposed Project construction
activities may involve the use and transport of hazardous materials. These materials may include fuels,
oils, mechanical fluids, and other chemicals used during construction. Transportation, storage, use, and
disposal of hazardous materials during construction activit ies would be required to comply with
applicable federal, state, and local statutes and regulations. Compliance would ensure that human health
and the environment are not exposed to hazardous materials. In addition, the Project would be required
to comply with the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit program through
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the submission and implementation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan during construction
activities to prevent contaminated runoff from leaving the Projectsite. Therefore, no significant impacts
would occur during construction activities.

In 1980, the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California detected levels of asbestos waters in the
upper Arroyo Pasajero Watershed along White Creek. Asbestos is found in soils of the Arroyo Pasajero
alluvial fan, which historically spanned an area of 450 square miles, including the City of Huron and the
surrounding agricultural lands. Human exposure to airborne asbestos fibers originating in the soils of
the alluvial fan occurs when soils become dry and are disturbed by wind or mechanical actions. Based
on a previous review of available geologic maps for California, it does not appear that the area is situated
within a region k nown to contain Naturally Occurring Asbestos. 14 The Bureau of Reclamation is aware
of the issue near the Project site and around the surrounding larger areas. The Bureau of Reclamation
was contacted previously regarding the WWTP expansion project of 2017 and they indicated that they
do not see the need for any further testing regarding asbestos in this area (Email correspondence with
Chuck Halstead, U.S. Bureau of Reclamation 12/5/16). Although impacts are anticipated to be less than
significant with regard to asbestos, the Project will be required toimplement SJVAPCD Regulation VIl
Control Measures (SeeSection 3.3Air Quality). This regulation, a series of eight regulations, is designed
to reduce PMio emissions by reducing fugitive dust, however, it will also serve to reduce potential
impacts from asbestos. Regulation VIII requires implementation of control measures to ensure that
visible dust emissions are substantially reduced.

By incorporating the aforementioned regulations into the proposed Projectdesign, the Projectwould not
create a significant hazard through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials, nor
would a significant hazard to the public or to the environment through the reasonably foreseeable upset
and accidental conditions involving the likely release of hazard ous materials into the environment occur.

Therefore, the proposed Project will not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment and
any impacts would be lessthan significant .

Mitigation Measures : None are required.

c. Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste

within one -quarter mile of an existing or proposed school ?

14 San Luis Canal/Arroyo Pasajero Flood Control Improvement Project IS/MND. US Bureau of Reclamation (2004) pgs. 6465.
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Less Than Significant Impact. Chestnut High School is the nearest schoolat approximately 0.85 miles
to the west. As such, the impact isless than significant.

Mitigation Measures: None are required.

d. Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as aesult, would it create a significant hazard to the public

or the environment ?

No Impact. The proposed Project site is not located on a list of hazardous materials sites complied
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 (Geotraker's and DTSC Envirostor databases). The
nearest active Department of Toxic Substances Control listed site is Fuel Depot (formerly Shell}¢ on
Lassen Avenue, over a mile to the southwest of the proposed Project site. There are no hazardous
materials sites that impact the Project. As such,no impacts would occur that would create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment.

Mitigation Measures: None are required.

e. For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,

within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard

or excessive noisefor people residing or working in the project area?

No Impact. The proposed Project site is approximately 12 miles southeast of the New Coalinga
, UOPEDPXxEOQw PUxOUUWEOE wUT 1 wE b Ut City pf Blunth EThdrelsanaidng@a@] U wE O

Mitigation Measures: None are required.

15 California State Water Resources Control Bard, Geotracker Database.
https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/map/?global_id=AGW080012083AccessedJune 2020.
16California Department of Toxic Substances Control. Envirostor Database.

https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/search?CMD=search&city=huron&zip=&county=fresno&case _number=&business_name=&FEDER
AL_SUPERFUND=True&STATE_RESPONSETrue&VOLUNTARY CLEANUP=Tru e&SCHOOL CLEANUP=True&CORRECTIVE_ACTION
=True&tiered_permit=True&evaluation=True&operating=True&post closure=True&non_operating=True&inspections=True
AccessedJune2020.
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f. Impair_implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or

emergency evacuation plan?

No Impact. The Project will not interfere with any adopted emergency response or evacuation plan .
There is no impact.

Mitigation Measures: None are required.

g. Expose people or structures to a signficant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires,
including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with
wildlands?

No Impact. There are no wildland s on or near the Project site. There isno impact.

Mitigat ion Measures: None are required.
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X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER Less than
Significant
QU ALITY Potentially With Less than
. Significant  Mitigation Significant
Would the pI’OJECtZ Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

a. Violate any water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements or otherwise D D & D

substantially degrade surface or ground
water quality ?

b. Substantially = decrease groundwater
supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that the project [] [] X []
may impede sustainable groundwater
management of the basin?

Cc. Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river or through the addition of D D & D
impervious surfaces, in a manner which
would :

i. Resultin substantial erosion or siltation
on- or off - site;

ii. substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner
which would result in flooding on - or
offsite;

iii. create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or D D & D
planned stormwater drainage systems or
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X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER Less than
Significant
QU ALITY Potentially With Less than
. Significant  Mitigation Significant
Would the prOJeCt: Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff; or

iv. impede or redirect flood flows? [] [] X []
d. In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones,

risk release of pollutants due to project [] [] X []

inundation?

e. Conflict with or obstruct implementation

of a water quality control plan or D D & D
sustainable groundwater management

plan?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The City of Huron has a dry climate with evaporation rates that exceed rainfall. Annual precipitation in
the vicinity of the project sites is about 8inches, ébout 85% of which falls between the months of October
and March. Nearly all precipitation falls in the form of rain.

The City of Huron will provide water to the Project site for drilling purposes. No water service
infrastructure is required as the Project will utilize temporary portable toilets for staff usage during
temporary operations. The Project itself will provide supplemental water to the City.

RESPONSES

a. Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise substantially

degrade surface or ground water quality ?

Less Than Significant Impact .
Construction

Although the proposed with construction activities could temporarily increase runoff, erosion, and
sedimentation. Construction activities also could result in soil compaction and w ind erosion effects that
could adversely affect soils and reduce the revegetation potential at construction sites and staging areas.
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Three general sources of potential shortterm construction -related stormwater pollution associated with

the proposed Project are: 1) the handling, storage, and disposal of construction materials containing
pollutants; 2) the maintenance and operation of construction equipment; and 3) earth moving activities

which, when not controlled, may generate soil erosion and transportat ion, via storm runoff or mechanical
equipment. Generally, routine safety precautions for handling and storing construction materials may
effectively mitigate the potential pollution of stormwater by these materials. These same types of
EOOOOOw Ul OUIl @i 100 dEw Ol » wxUOEIT EUUI UwakakGual sarmwdte® UT OE |
pollutants such as sawdust and other solid wastes.

Poorly maintained vehicles and heavy equipment leaking fuel, oil, antifreeze, or other fluids on the
construction site are also common sources of stormwater pollution and soil contamination. In addition,

grading activities can greatly increase erosion processes. Two general strategies are recommended to
prevent construction silt from entering local storm drains. First, erosion control proc edures should be
implemented for those areas that must be exposed. Secondly, the area should be saired to control offsite

migration of pollutants. These Best Management Practices (BMPs) would be required in the Stormwater

Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP)to be prepared prior to commencement of Project construction. When

properly designed and implemen U1 EOwUT HUGWRITAGEx DOT » wx UEEUDPET UwWEUIT wl
term construction -related impacts to less than significant.

In accordance with the Natio nal Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Stormwater Program,
the Project will be required to comply with existing regulatory requirements to prepare a SWPPP
designed to control erosion and the loss of topsoil to the extent practicable using BMPsthat the Regional
Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) has deemed effective in controlling erosion, sedimentation,
runoff during construction activities. The specific controls are subject to the review and approval by the

RWQCB and are an existing regulatory requirement.

Operation

Once constructed, the Project will provide supplemental water to the Cit y. The water will be treated in
compliance with the California State Regional Water Quality Control Board standards. There are no
water discharge activities associated with the well, once constructed.

Therefore, any impacts are less than significant.

Mitig ation Measures: None are required.

b. Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater

recharge such that the projectmay impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin?
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Less Than Significant Impact. 317 1 w" DUaz UwOEDOwP EUI U waliformiaxAgdedu& OO1 U w
transported through the Westlands Water District. The water is treated and delivered to the City of

Huron water system. 31 1 w" PUaz UwUOUEOQWE OOOE E U b O OHistofichlly thy City wd U wt

uses an estimated 850 to 90@cre feet of water. The City will be required to purchase water on the open

market to meet its historical demand. The proposed well is intended to help offset the need to purchase
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Mitigatio n Measures: None are required.

c. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration

of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces , in a manner which

would :

i. resultin substantial erosion or siltation on - or offsite;

ii. substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in

flooding on - or offsite;

iii. create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of exi sting or planned

stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; or

iv. impede or redirect flood flows?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project includes minor changes to the existing stormwater
drainage pattern of the area through the installation of impermeable (concrete/asphalt) surfaces
and/or structures associated with the new well. The site will be graded to facilitate proper stormwater
drainage, however, the introduction of a relatively small structure on v acant/bare ground in this area
is not expected to have any measurable impact on stormwater drainage in the immediate area
Standard construction practices and compliance with state and federal regulations, City ordinances
and regulations, the Uniform Build ing Code, and adherence to professional engineering design
approved by the City of Huron will reduce or eliminate potential drai nage impacts from the Project.

Any impacts related to this analysis area areless than significant .

Mitigation Measures: None required.
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d. In flood hazard, tsunami or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to project inundation?

e. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water guality control plan or sustainable groundwater

management plan?

Less Than Significant Im pact. While the proposed Project site is within a 100-year flood zone (as
identified by current FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map); there is no housing associated with this
proposed Project. There are no bodies of water near the site that would create a potental risk of hazards
from seiche, tsunami or mudflow. The Project will not conflict with any water quality control plans or
sustainable groundwater management plan. There will be a less than significant impact associated with
Projectimplementation .

Mitiga tion Measures: None are required.
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Less than

Significant
Potentially With Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

XI. LAND USE AND PLANNING

Would the project: Impact  Incorporation Impact  Impact
a. Physically divide an established
community? D D & D

b. Cause a significant environmental impact
due to a conflict with any land use plan,

policy, or regulation adopted for the [] [] X []
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effe ct?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The Project site is located in the easternmost part of the City of Huron. See Figure 2 Site Map. The site
is designated as PF (Public Facilities) by he City of Huron and is currently vacant.

RESPONSES

a. Physically divide an established community?

Less Than Significant Impact. The construction and operation of the Project would not cause any land
use changes in the surrounding vicinity nor would it di vide an established community, as the proposed
usewithin a public facilities area is considered acceptable.Impacts are less than significant .

Mitigation Measures: None are required.

b. Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or requlation o f an agency with jurisdiction over

the project (including, but not limited to the General Plan, specific plan, local coastal pro gram, or

zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed Project includes construction of a water well and the
associated drilling activities. The immediate vicinity of the proposed Project site is comprised of public
facility and agricultural land uses, with scattered residences nearby to thewest. The area is highly
disturbed . The proposed Project has no chaacteristics that would physically divide the City of Huron .
Access to the existing surrounding establishments will remain.
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The proposed water well would not conflict with current zoning i n and around the Project siteand would

not conflict with any applic able land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding

or mitigating an environmental effect . 31T 1 w/ UONI EUwDUWEOOUPUUI OOwPPUT wU
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supply. Impacts are less than significant .

Mitigation Measures: None are required.
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Less than
Significant
Potentially With Less than
XIl. MINERAL RESOURCES Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporation Impact  Impact

a. Resultin the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to [] [] [] X
the region and the residents of the state?

b. Resultin the loss ofavailability of a locally
important mineral resource recovery site D D D &

delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Fresno County has been a leadingproducer of minerals because of the abundance and wide variety of
mineral resources that are present in the County. Extracted resources include aggregate products (san
and gravel), fossil fuels (oil and coal), metals (chromite, copper, gold, mercury, and tungsten), and other
minerals used in construction or industrial applications (asbestos, high -grade clay, diatomite, granite,
gypsum, and limestone). Aggregate and petUOO1 UOwWEUI wEOOUDPET Ul EwUT T w" OC
extractive mineral resources. No mineral resource locations are within the vicinity of the City of Huron. 17

RESPONSES

a. Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of valu e to the region and

the residents of the state?

b. Result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a

local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

No Impact. There are no known mineral resources in the proposed Project area and the siteis not
included in a State classified mineral resource zones. Therefore, there isi0 impact.

17 Fresno County General Plan Background Report. Adopted 2000. Page 766. https://www.co.fresno.ca.us/home/showdocument?id=8398
AccessedJune 2020.
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Mitigation Measures: None are required.
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